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Applicant(s) 




Interview Summary 


10/681,075 


WALKER ET AL. 


Examiner 


Art Unit 






Kesha Frisby 


3715 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 
m Kesha Frisbv . (3) Michael L White . 

(2) Scott Jones . W • 

Date of Interview: 22 December 2005 . 

Type: a)l3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)E3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: 

Claim(s) discussed: 1-20.26 and 27. 

Identification of prior art discussed: See continuation Sheet. 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)El was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Continuation Sheet. 

i A fuller descriotion if necessary and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
^ffffle mult be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

twp PnRMAI WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
I SIrSSX f (See ^^ MPEP Section 71 3 04) If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
r S A l^N F?TENDAm^PERI0b OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
?H^^^^^f^Um^TE^i\S INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM. WHICHEVER IS LATER. TO 
RLE !a SWEMENl ? OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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PTOL-413(Rev. 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 12222005 



Summary of Record oflnterview Requirements 

Title 37 code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) «.t a ,pment of the reasons presented at the interview as 

suoswnce u summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper no., p* » applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

I ?y 8 pe of Sew (telephonic, video - confere "^'^ other PTO personnel, etc.) 

An identification of the specific prior art discussed ,-crrintinn of the aeneral nature of the agreement (may be by 

: ^^^s^s^^sssi^^ 

2^ an identification of the claims discussed, 

(The idenMcliorr of argument need no. be ejeg TO or e '^"j £ e«« o( me principal arrjumenit ma* » the 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

discussed: Yes, .he prior art was discussed and .he applicant can see where 



Continuation of Identification of prior art 

2 



Application No. 10/681,075 

Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 

Examiner Frisby was coming from with regards to the present rejections. As a result, the applicant will amend the 
claims to clearly and accurately describe the invention.. 

r^ntin, , a t,™ of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 



Merits. 
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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application Uo.:J*/W7-*' 

BvaminPf f JS&Y 



First Named Applicant-. M/nf frftgff >x^r oA 

Art Unit : 37/^ Status of Application: 



Tentative Participants: 



. 0)."f*yr1^'liriH r ^ 

o. " a^ <3 

P ro|K »«, Date .r .M.^.:, 4«trf%g% 1 %«,JZr i ^ 

Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: | | YES W^O 
If yes, provide brief description:. 



//;*> 



PM) 



Issues To Be Discussed 



Issues 

(ReJ,ObJ.,etc) 
(I) /*> 

(3) 



Discussed 



(4). 



to 



Prior 



Agreed 


Not Agreed 




[] 


[< 


[1 




[ ) 


w 


I) 



I if J * < _ — _ - 

[^Continuation Sheet Attached 



urn tn4n>*J t 



(tee MPEP § 713.01). . -tsMl - - nn! i c - ll t 1 « failure to submit a written record of this 

as sood ai i 




■Applje^t/Applicant's representative Signature er i ture 

TypeaVPrinted Name of Applicant or Representative 

T tegistra&on Number, U applicable *•,».. 

Z^tffiLSiTriiS-Si-» "^*^!r»!o^wrJ^^V^»l«». DO NOT SIX D FXKS OH COMPLTTCD FORMS 

*o ^^Q^^Jd^s^wKB if^^^^^^^S^^fi^^ ^ /•^fl^«P70"P/^^ ond stlcci option 2, 
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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 
(Continuation Sheet) 

Application Number: 1 0/68 1 ,075 
First named applicant: Walker 
Examiner: Kesha Frisby 
Art unit: 3715 

Status of application: First office action 
Tentative participants: Michael L. White, Magdalena Fincham 
Proposed date of interview: Any - preferably in the next two weeks. 
Proposed time: any 

Type of interview requested: Telephonic 
Exhibits: None 



Issues To Be Discussed 





Issues 


Claims 


Prior Art 


1. 


Rejection 1 03 


1-13 


Cumbers in view of Rowe 


2. 


Rejection 102 


14, 17-19 


Rowe 


3. 


Rejection 103 


15-16 


Rowe in view of Cumbers 


4. 


Rejection 102 


20 


Cook 


5. 


Rejection 102 


26 


Rowe 


6. 


Rejection 103 


27 


Rowe in view of Cook 



Brief description of arguments to be presented: 

1 . With respect to claims 1-13 and as applicable to all claims: Claim limitation 
requiring "collecting information derived from the gaming device . . . without 
cooperation of the gaming device" distinguishes the claims from the prior art. Cumbers 
collects information from the player (i.e., the player's image) instead of information from 
the gaming device as required by the claim. Rowe collects information from a player 
tracking card (through a player tracking device). Neither Cumbers nor Rowe collects 
information derived from the gaming device as required by the claim. 
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Application Number. 1 0/68 1 ,075 
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2. With respect to claim 14, 17-19: The claim limitation requiring comparing 
"graphical data to data stored in the memory" to determine "whether a predetermined 
event has occurred at the gaming device. . . " is missing from Rowe. Rowe is silent on 
comparing graphical data. 

3. With respect to claim 1 5: The claim limitation requires "one camera focused on 
the display component of the gaming device". The focus of the camera is on the player in 
Cumbers-not the gaming device as required by the claim. 

4. With respect to claim 20: The data communication flow is from the card reader to 
the gaming device's processor as described by Cook - not from the processor to the card 
reader as cited against Applicants. 

5. With respect to claim 26 and 27: Would like to discuss clarifying claim wording. 



Applicant's representative si 




Michael L. White 
Attorney Registration Number: 39,421 
Tel. 847-729-3561 
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